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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of all 
the claims now in the application (i.e., claims 7-13, 15-17, and 
30) is respectfully requested in view of the foregoing 
amendments and the following remarks. 

Initially the Examiner rejected all of the claims 
except 11 and 12 as being anticipated by McKinnon et al. U.S. 
Patent No. 6,626,913 or, in the alternative, as being obvious 
thereover. Applicants have cancelled claim 1 and added new 
claim 30 which more clearly defines the invention. In claim 30, 
the invention includes a guide, a punch and an impaction lever 
for impacting the punch. The impactor has a distal surface 
which engages a surface on the punch to allow impaction blows 
from a hammer to be transferred to the punch and the cutting 
tool thereon. The impactor portion includes a slot engagable 
with a pivot pin mounted on the punch. On rotation, the 
impaction lever has a surface which engages with the fulcrum 
surface on the guide. As shown in FIG. 6 of the application, 
the impactor, when in longitudinal alignment with the punch, has 
a surface which engages the surface on the punch with the punch 
pivot pin located within the slot in a first advancement 
position. When it is desired to remove the cutting tool the 
impactor can be pivoted about the pivot pin and into engagement 
with the fulcrum on the guide. During this operation the pivot 
pin is adjacent the distal end surface of the slot (closer to 
the punch contact surface on the lever as shown in FIG. 7). 
This design allows the impaction lever to act as both an 
impaction instrument and a lever for removal of the cutting 
tool. As shown in FIG. 6, the pin is located at an advancement 
position within the slot but not at its end, which allows the 
blows from the hammer to be transferred directly to the punch. 

McKinnon shows a device in which the lever arm 16 
performs no impaction function. Although the Examiner considers 
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McKinnon et al. to have a pivot, it clearly has no pivot pin 
engageable in a slot. The Examiner apparently considers the 
slot to be 16D of McKinnon et al. However, Applicants can 
discern nothing which could be reasonably defined as a slot. A 
slot is defined as a narrow opening such as a groove or a slit 
and element 16D of McKinnon et al. appears to be a cam surface 
which cannot be reasonably interpreted as a slot. Furthermore, 
the lever 16 cannot be equated to an impaction lever having an 
impaction surface at a proximal end thereof. Applicants have 
made similar amendments to the second independent claim, claim 
13, and has amended the dependent claims in an effort to conform 
with the newly filed claim 30 and the amendments made to claim 
13. 

Since none of the prior art cited by the Examiner show 
the elements now claimed including the pivot pin and slot, it is 
believed that the Examiner's claim rejections have been 
overcome . 

As it is believed that all of the rejections set forth 
in the Official Action have been fully met, favorable 
reconsideration and allowance are earnestly solicited. 

If, however, for any reason the Examiner does not 
believe that such action can be taken at this time, it is 
respectfully requested that he telephone Applicants' attorney at 
(908) 654-5000 in order to overcome any additional objections 
which he might have. 
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If there are any additional charges in connection with 
this requested amendment, the Examiner is authorized to charge 
Deposit Account No. 12-1095 therefor. 



Dated: December 20, 2007 





Respec 
By 

RayrA69fcL^W. Augi^tin 
Red^stration No.: 28,588 
LEANER, DAVID, LITTENBERG, 

KRUMHOLZ Si MENTLIK, LLP 
600 South Avenue West 
Westfield, New Jersey 07090 
(908) 654-5000 
Attorney for Applicants 
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